142-10 Hoover Avenue 
Apartment 404 
Jamaica, New York 11435 

February 20, 1989 



Professor David Wrone 
1518 Blackberry Lane 
Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481 

Dear Professor Wrone: 



ABSOLI ITFJ ,Y 
CONFIDENTIAL 



, * Lferold Weisberg has asked me to send you a copy of the Skeptic article 

adapted from Newcomb and Adams' unpublished manuscript on the John F 
Kennedy assassination It appeared in the September/October 1975 issue, well be- 
tore the publication oi Lifton's book. I need not belabor the obvious similarity be- 
tween their basic premise and his. If you quickly review Best Evidence, you will find 
a passing mention of Newcomb's name in Lifton's acknowledgements. Nowhere in 
his book, however, did David see fit to credit Fred with the theory which he adopted 
as his own. This is typical of Lifton. He badgered other researchers (including this 
writer) over a period of fifteen years to share their discoveries and insights with him 
before producing this drivel, all the time implying that he possessed some great se- 
cret key to the mysteries of the medical evidence, but never sharing that with any of 
us. 1 spoke with him m only the most guarded terms about my own approach to the 
evidence and, although he did not mention me directly in his manuscript, he did 
take great pams to attempt to "knock down" my thesis, albeit without convincing me 
(incidentally, to illustrate his fundamental dishonesty, I was the CBS employee 
wtiom he mentioned m his book in connection with the Clark/Perry news confer- 

?pdc W 1 am ^ s . researcher who for the first time discovered that transcript 
tw V ■ Ne ^ S an ? \ n the Johnson Library, and I provided him with a copy of 

transcript. He only later wrote to the library to obtain a separate copy in order 
to be able to say that he had discovered it there!) 

. You have no doubt noticed (because Lifton is quite disarmingly frank about 
it in his book), that he developed a penchant for secretly taping his telephone calls. 

. s . ® est Evidence is an intellectually dishonest work and a fraud. Prior 

*5? L 6 , investigation, he hid have a draft of a straightforward manuscript on 

the medical evidence, for which he could not find a publisher. For years, he had 
been living off of his parents' astounding generosity (and God knows who else's): his 
W >? r °K-n ' e < ? ase certainly did not bring him sufficient remuneration to pay his tele- 
phone bills let alone subsidize his extensive travels. He concocted his two-cas- 
ket/ body alteration theory only to satisfy his agent and obtain a publisher, and if you 
examine his footnotes and endnotes closely you will find that the overwhelming por- 
tion of the original research which he presented is dated post-HSCA, and gleaned 
from whatever leads the HSCA's published materials provided. 

k i i Iff ret ^ wou ^ ta ^ e man y pages to fully address the illogic of Lifton's 

booic. I did want, however, to make you aware of one other thing: 

Robert Richter, who recently put together a NOVA documentary on the 
case, was an associate producer for CBS News in 1967, when CBS was preparing a 
our-night series of programs on the Warren Report controversy. One of his as- 




signments was to interview the most vocal critics of the Warren Report and to re- 
port back to his Executive Producer, Les Midgley, on his findings. As part of this as- 
signment, Richter interviewed Lifton, and I have a copy of the memorandum which 
he wrote to Midgley concerning that interview. I have slightly reduced the enclosed 
copy from full size because, unfortunately, the truncated right margin is an artifact 
or the haste in which the original document was copied. Nothing, however, is actu- 
ally lost. 



You will undoubtedly recall that Richter gave Lifton a broad platform during 
ms recent documentary, notwithstanding his knowledge (and I know for sure that 
Bob retained copies of all of his correspondence when he left CBS, because I inter- 
viewed him extensively in May 1976) of Lifton's sheer lunacy. This is a marvelous 
illustration of how broadcast news people are prone to fawn over media creations 
whose celebrity seemingly bears some symbiotic relationship to their legitimacy, and 
vice versa. 



The Skeptic piece is, of course, a matter of public knowledge. The Richter 
memo is not. Therefore, while I encourage you to use it in your piece on Lifton's 
book, should you find no need to refer to it, please do not retain this memo in your 
hies. Absent an overriding purpose, I am not interested at this point in advertising 
to people that I have access to the internal work product of CBS News on the 
Kennedy assassination. As I believe I have mentioned, this is a subject about which 
I intend to be heard when the time is right. 




cc. Harold Weisberg 




